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"If a man buy a maiden with cattle, let the bargain

stand, if it be without guile; but if there be guile,
let him bring her home again, and let his property be
restored to him.
If a man carry a maiden off by force, let him pay L.
shillings to the owner, and afterwards buy [the object
of] his will of the owner."
--The Laws of King Aethelbert, A.D. 600
1be Student Newspaper of The Cleveland State University ColJeae of Law • Cleveland. Ohio
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The first of these are: How do
I get certified for food
stamps; and the second one
deals with what you need to
take to the interview.
To get
certified for food stamps all
you need to do is call or go
to the nearest Health and
Nutrition Center for an application and an appointment to
be interviewed.
Health & Nutrition Centers
Open Monday thru Friday-8: 15 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.
Building-Downtown
210 St. Clair N.W.
861-7700
Ext. 784-787
West Side Center
861-3795
2012 West 25th St.
M~in

Glenville Center
1081 East 105th St.

268-4800

Hough Center
1959 East 79th St.

229-3500

Cedar-Central Center
4704 Quincy Ave.

431-9166

Kinsman Center
3705 Lee Road

283-2800

For the interview you
will need to complete an application form and show written verification of the information you provide.
Verifications might be
Rent Receipts (for 3 months)
Utility Receipts (for 3 months)
Last four pay stubs
Savings passbook and checkbook
Tuition or schedule card
Loan or grant forms.
Such is the Food Stamp
program as is today.
However,
if President Ford has his way
the program will close it's
door to the many people the
program was designed to help.
The idea presented by President Ford is to push people
out of the program by making
the price of food stamps for
many households higher than
benefit levels, or so close
to them that it will no longer be worthwhile to continue
to participate.
This pushout
see p. 8

*

February 19, 1975

By Ken Rose
The Faculty Meeting of January 24 started promptly at 3:13 p.m.
A.

In the last edition of
the Gavel the article on the
Federal Food Stamp Program
closed with the finale that
there remained two more riddles to the food stamp game.
These riddles pose no problem, for they are the simplest of the program's administrative complexities to
solve.
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FACULTY MEETING REPORT

Food Stamps
By C.J. King

*

The Administrative Announcements flowed easily:
1.

2.
3.
4.
5.
B.

The Faculty Appointments Committee Status Report Re:
1.
2.

C.

Faculty Hiring:

John Hanks was offered a faculty job and accepted • . • Environment
Law text collaborator • • . taught at Rutgers and Indiana Law
School. • • •
No new appointment approvals to be recommended at this meeting.

Revision of Faculty Appointments Procedure to Conform to New Faculty
Personnel Policies:
1.
2.

D.

No school yesterday, February 17--Presidents' Day.
The Niagara Competition . • •
A gentle admonition: we're still missing alot of grades.
John Dean was here . • • •
No minutes to approve.

In a filberts, there will be no students participating in discussions on faculty rank, tenure, or salary.
Students will still have some say in the recruitment and hiring
phases of the faculty.

Curriculum Committee Report Re:
Curriculum:
1.

Proposed Modification in First-year

The Chairman stated the problem: the brief writing course is
merely a filler. It bears "no reasonable relevance to our substantive objectives." Teachers resent spending 110-120 hours
to teach a 2 hour course. "We have treated a very important
course in a very shabby way."
see p. 7

PARRINO LOOKS AT JUSTICE SYSTEM

By John Richilano with assistance from Ted Meckler
Back in November, then-Chief
Common Pleas Judge Thomas J. Parrino granted us an interview. He
now sits on the Court of Appeals.
We did not know quite what to expect from the man, whose prominent
proboscis complemented his soft tone
of voice. We found him affable and
willing to speak his mind. He seemed like a man who had just won an
election.
We first inquired as to the
biggest change in the Cuyahoga
County Justice "system" while he
had been Chief Justice. His quick
reply was the individual docket system, instituted in 1972. Under this
system, each judge is assigned to a
criminal case at its inception.
The old system never assured that
one judge would follow a case
through to disposition, and would
often result in delays and confusion. It allowed 25% of the criminal docket to exceed 6 months. By
contrast, he said, less than 1% is
greater than 6 months old, as of
September last. The improved docket has been augmented by the 90 day
rule in felony cases (but several
cases before the Court of Appeals,
where Parrino now sits, should soon
tell us how closely the courts will
be required to follow this rule.)
The visiting judge system and the
use of retired judges have als~
helped, he said. Visiting judges
are judges from other counties to
be assigned by the State Supreme

Court. At any given time, there are
anywhere from 4 to 7 visiting judges
in Cuyahoga County. Each county
shares the cost with the State. Retired judges are paid solely by the
State. Other topics discussed:
JUDGE SELECTION - ELECTION
Parrino believes that the
people should have a say in the selection process especially at the
Common Pleas and Municipal (trial)
level, where people most come in
contact with judges. He thought
appointment feasible only at the
Appellate and Supreme Court level.
The judge, of course, was elected
to the Court of Appeals. [It was
obvious that he does not subscribe
to the theory that politics and
justice make strange bedfellows.]
ATTORNEY APPOINTMENT SYSTEM
The judge stated that there
were 2500 indigency cases in Cuyahoga County in 1972. Although he
did not have the figures for subsequent years, he estimated that
this figure would swell to 3000 by
next year. It was conceded that
the timing of appointment of counsel is crucial to due process standards. Under the present system an
indigent is supposedly assigned a
public defender as a private attorney at his/her initial appearance,
as required by Rule 44(A) of ORC P.
[In actuality, however, an indigent
see p. 3

To the editor:
Why is it that an individual must be convicted of a
crime before the ClevelandMarshall speakers bureau (?)
deems them important enough
to shell out our fees in exchange for some boring, already over-publicized involvement in a national farce?
If we must have criminals
why not give equal time t~
the rapests and bank robbers!

To The Editor,
Enough is enough!
We all
seem to have spent the last
two years rightfully decrying
the depradations of the Nixon
men, duly to cap our efforts
by paying them more than they
ever dreamt of stealing, for
lecturing to us.
Are we all
so hard up for jobs, are
prospects so bad, that we need
a seminar on bugging from
James McCord, and one on
shock parole from John Dean?
Are funds so plentiful that
we cannot but do our part for
"The Society for the Support
of Indigent Republicans who
Got Caught?"
I really must commend the
SBA for their warm-hearted
response to CREEPS appeal.
After all, these men have
suffered enough in the pursuit
of law and order.
Dare we not
do what we can to alleviate
the "anguish" of men left
"dangling, twisting in the
wind?"
In the interests of
humanity and very common decency, I move the following
be introduced at the first
SBA meeting subsequent to
the John Dean lecture:
1)
The immediate establishment of a "Charles Colson
Seat of Theology and Grandmotherly Love," and the immediate esconcing of said
felon therein.

And, 2)
The donation of a
six foot golden pipe, with
eternal smoke, to sit above
"The CSU-John Mitchell Family
Law Institute," Martha Mitchell to preside ••• as soon as
the CIA lets ' her leave San
Clemente.
And do you, all this can
be yours, and more,--when
CSU foots the bill!
Sincerely,
Rubin Guttman

To the editor:
Marilyn Klar is running
for Editor of The Gavel in
75/76 . Remember:
if she is
elected Editor, Klar will be
there.
To the editor:
Prof. Bardie Wolfe is completely out of his mind.
He treats
a one-hour class in Legal Bibliography as if it was a doctoral thesis.
That's why everyone s~tewed up on the contracts exam.
A.R.

Letters to the Editor
To the editor:
PROTEST TO "LIBRARY CARRELLS
& TABLES" MEMO:
By the 9 a.m. to Midnight
Library Bug
"Cure Worse Than Problem"
Granted.
A space problem
exists in the law school library.
But surely the problems which are raised by this
superficial cure are worse,
i.e.
1)
How much time must one be
away from one's carrel before
her books are carried away and
tossed into the open--subjecting the books to thievery.
2)
How will this time limit be
determined and by who.
Hopefully not by Czar Stephanie
the Terrible, Power Hungry
Monge! of the Kingdom of
"Library Science."
3)
Where are students supposed to put their coats and surplus books which cannot be fit
into their locker and which
ultimately must be laboriously
shouldered from one class to
the next.

4)

God forbid one should be
involved in any research where
one has to be continually moving back and ·forth from the
carrel to the stacks.
Need more be said.
Under
the "old" system--if all the
seats seemed filled, few students would hesitate to sit at
an unoccupied but book filled
carrel and few carrel holders
would mind.
Wasn't this a
better way?

To the editor:
The recently emphasized
library "edict" that tables
and carrells cannot be reserved by C-M law students is
preposterous when considered
in light of three factors.
First, it is an inescapable
reality that law students must
lug around an inordinate number of books from day to day.
Second, despite constant pressure from the student body and
their representatives, there
are still not enough lockers
available for students to deposite their books and other
paraphenalia.
The most obvious reason that students
reserve tables and carrells
is to minimize the personal
inconvenience of dragging
knapsacks, briefcases, and
armloads full of books from
the library to class and back
to the library ad infinitum.
Third, there are far too
many non-law students utilizing t~library, at the expense of usurping space which
rightfully belongs to C-M
students.
With reasonable
exceptions for professors and
alumni, of course, there are
still too many undergraduate
students, non-C-M students,
paralegals, robbers, voyeurs,
and other undesirables taking
up valuable sp~ce.
Increase
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the number of lockers and decrease the number of "outsiders, " an d you solve a problem
without penalizing the C-M
student as the library "edict"
attempts to do.
Get the paralegals out of
the law library and get them
out now!
Allowing these incompetent birdbrains to use
the library is about as counterproductive a school policy
as can be imagined.
First,
paralegals take up lots of
valuable library space, a
problem which has reached
critical proportions.
Second,
paralegals take up everyone's
valuable time.
Not only are
these dolts distracting and
bothersome to students at
their seats who want to study
but also to those students wh~
want to get materials off reserve.
Nothing is more frustrating than waiting in line at
the front desk as one dumb
paralegal after another constantly pesters a student library assistant working alone
because the poor misguided
soul can't find ALR or Shepard's or the Ohio material or
the johns, or wants to learn
corporation's law in one easy
lesson.
Third, and most
critically, the plain fact is
that paralegals threaten the
job security of all C-M students, and even the law librarians to boot.
To say that
the job market for young lawyers fresh out of law school
is tight is the understatement
of the universe.
By extending C-M library services to
train "amateurs" who can
II
'
11
pros t 1tute
themselves in 6
mont~s for petty wages, we are
cutting the throats of competent, professionally-trained
C-M graduates who deserve more
consideration and greater attention by prospective employer~.
So wake up, all you
deans and library chieftains
and keep C-M law library for '
C-M law students!!
Dale Kwarciany
To the editor:
There must be some connection between Law School &
Life.
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PARRINO from P• 1
does not often receive appointed
counsel--either private or public-until later in the proceedings].
The proposed state-wide defender
system would probably assure stricter compliance with Rule 44, and
therefore constitutional standards.
Parrino sta-t ed that he favors the
proposed system, but was quick to
add that it drew much opposition
beca.u se of fear that administration
of such a system would overshadow
the end it would supposedly serve-justice. He also added that he is
receptive to a county-based system
of indigent representation, although
he did not elaborate on the shady
issue of funding (to be shared
equally by State and County.)
Before leaving the subject,
Parrino said that, among its other
shortcomings, payment to appointed
counsel is inadequate, at least in
felony cases. The fee for a felony
is $300, and if the case goes to
trial, the attorney winds up doing
"$.l.,000 of work" in many cases.
BAIL
Although we could find no
statistics, the judge stated that
the 10% rule "is successful," and
has not proved to be a burden on
the courts. [The rule, as provided
by Rule 46, allows a defendant to
be released upon deposit of $25 or
10% of the bond with the court.
90% is returned upon performance.

Although a secured cash bond (via
a bondsman) is still provided for,
the former would better seem to
conform to the sole purpose of
bail, to insure appearance at further proceedings (R46(A)).
It
has been both reporters' experience
in working with the Public Defender's
Office, that the 10% rule has not
been implemented in the way it was
intended, but that bail itself has
been used, not to assure future
court attendance, but to secure incarceration. This is especially
offensive to us in light of the
fact that incarceration before trial
increases the chance of conviction.
Again, no statistics were available
to the judge or to us, but it appeared that he was not aware of this abuse, or, by noting the 10% rule's
11
II success,
h e was mere 1y coDDnenting
on its de facto application.] Time
was running short, and we did not
pursue the subject as we would have
liked.
PLEA BARGAINING
Or, Judge Parrino corrected,
the negotiated plea. He preferred
the latter, and lamented the "bargaining" is bad terminology. He
said it was a vital element in the
criminal process [indeed, 85-95% of
the cases meet this end]. The judge
said that there must come a point
after review by defense attorney,
prosecution, and judge, to determine
whether the elements of a crime can
be proved, or whether the availability of witnesses has changed. We
asked the judge, a former prosecutor,
about the incidence of over-indict-

ing, which gives the prosecutor unfair leverage. He responded that,
if this were found to be so, the
proper remedy would be a motion for
a reduced plea, and that, regardless, the substance of most charges
still exist, whether overstated or
not. He recollected no change in
this practice from the days when
pleas negotiations were not as common place.
SENTENCING
The last topic, symbolic of
the last stage of a criminal trial.
As the Judge eyed the minute hand
impatiently, he noted the sentencing
considerations prescribed by the
new criminal code. 1) Protection of
the Public; 2) Seriousness of the
offense, taking into account the defendant's record, his "attitude," and
family background; 3) Knowing what
the prisons turn out, does it serve
society better to incarcerate, or
give the defendant another chance~
[We noted he at least gave lip service to the realities of prisons.
He also stated that iudges should
and do have an interest in the efficacy of penal institutions.]
When asked about shock probation,
he said that, although it is a
politically unpopular subject, statistics from the Ohio Dept. of P~role
are "encouraging" "But," he concluded," not every convict can be
rehabilitated. They must be treated on an individualized basis."
With that ended an interesting
half-hour with Judge Parrino.

Attica
(Most of the information in this
article was taken from the Guardian
Vol. 27, No. 17.)
On January 22, a hushed courtroom in Buffalo, N.Y. was shocked
when former inmate Charles "Flip"
Crowley, on the stand as a prosecution witness, suddenly changed
his story. "I'm going to tell you
the truth about the way it is-not the way it is not."
He had previously implicated
the defendant, Big Black (Frank
Smith) in the murder of two white
Attica inmates. Big Black, you
may recall, spoke at Cleveland State
last spring as part of the National
Lawyers Guild Speaker's program.

After breaking down on the
stand, Crowley told his story to
the crowded courtroom. He said
that after the rebellion, in which
he himself had been a chief spokesman and an elected negotiator, he
had been methodically beaten, sodomized with night sticks and threatened with guns and knives. In his
hospital room where he was taken
after the Rockefeller-ordered assault on the prison, Crowley, a
black man, was forced to crawl on
the floor, kiss the feet of the
guards, and repeat the words "White
Power."
This torture took place for
seven straight days. On one occasion the police dragged in the
corpse of a prisoner killed in the
state troopers• assault to retake
the prison. Crowley was forced to
look at the mutilated body and
threatened with the same fate unless he cooperated. After seven
days of torture he agreed to im-
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plicate Big Black. As he said on
the stand, "I would have agreed to
testify against my own mama, I was
so terrorized."

Michael Deutsch, a Guild lawyer representing Big Black promptly
moved to dismiss the case. Shortly
thereafter, in an interview, he
stated, "I was pleased that the
truth about Attica came out for the
first time in a courtroom and before
the public by the prosecution's own
witness. The Brothers had stated
it before, but the prosecution could
claim they had a vested interest.
The prosecution has no explanation
as to why their own witness would
expose the brutal coercion the Attica
indictments are built on."

KICKING-AROUND
Stephan Epstein
First Dylan, then Crosby,
Stills, Nash & Young, now John Dean.
The fans line up for tickets. They
sellout ~~thin two days. But the
show doesn't live up to the advances
and all you can say is "Yeah. I saw
him." I saw him. So what.
Three years ago he wouldn't
have attracted any attention at all,
just another sideman in a big Washington recording studio, another Republican with a slide guitar. Then
CREEP came out with the big band
sound and you started to hear J.D. 's
name. Then he did some producing on
his album with Haldeman, Ehrlichman
and Mitchell, the White House super
group, and he was a star. But that
was two and a half years ago, and
the shine has faded.
There are still different
theories as to why H E M & D broke
up. Some say it was purely a pub-

It's a little more mellow
than the old H E M & D material, but
the audience generally accepted the
thought, and responded with cordial
but guarded applause.
Then Dean broke into the tune
that made him famous, the "Watergate
Breakdown Blues."
In order to really understand
Watergate
You gotta know the meaning of the
word.
The corrupt°use of power for political purposes by
Government officials like John W.
Dean the third.
We had helicopter at our f inGer
tips
And the ability to call London any
time we'd choose
But we all got hungry for more and
more
Now we're left with the Watergate
Breakdown Blues.
Time wouldn't permit a recreation of the original, which ran a-
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Apparently recognizing this,
Dean accepted requests from the audience rather than continue with prepared material. Some of the questions were funny, few were pointed,
most were passively dull or actively
boring. The first one, in the form
of a novella, will soon be available
at the bookstore. I didn't hear it.
Dean didn't answer it.
Finally a young Midwestern
radical theme was established.
People wanted to know about Dean's
role in defusing demonstrations by
dissidents during the Nixon years
(he was a traffic coordinator) and
the role of the Nixon Administration
in the events surrounding Kent State.
(Dean's answer to that sounded alot
like the million seller "I'm not
your best witness on that subject"
made famous by Haldeman & Erhlichman). He sang a couple of the old
standards--"Who knows why they did
it?~, and a take-off on the Nixon
words 18-1/2 minute version of "The
Sounds of Silence."
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licity problem, that their manager,
Nixon, grew tired of reading about
them in the newspapers. Others contend that Martha (Yoko) Mitchell
wanted John to spend more time at
home. Anyway, Dean was very successful as a single for a time, performing for grand juries and special prosecutors. His guest shots on the
Senate Watergate TV series are still
remembered as classics in the medium. Unfortunately his recent Cleveland performance was not classic,
just medium.
Dean spent four months in a
minimum security prison polishing
up his road act. As a result, several of the tunes are original(Haldeman, Ehrhichman & Mitchell are getting nowhere with the old material),
but the lyrics, once so poignant,
have grown stale.
He opened with his present
hit, just breaking into the top to"Please Don't Emphasize the Fees."
I have a speech in my briefcase
Says I'm gonna quit this lecture
tour.
I don't need your money that bad
Cause in my heart I'm pure.
I can go home and write my book
And quit, this airport scene.
If the fee's more important than
the substance
You can forget about John Dean.
I'll be at home with sweet Maureen.

bout 16 hours, but Dean did add one
new verse in which he tried to summarize the whole thing:

Like a moth to a candle
I was attracted to the power
And I was badly burned.
I had more than I could handle
But for two grand an hour
I'll share the lesson I learned.
Because it's all out in the open
And because it's never too late
We'll all get what we'd been hopin'
There'll be no more Watergate.
We lost so much; we lost all we
had to lose
Now we sit around tryin' to pay
our debts
With the Watergate Breakdown Blues.
Still, even the performance of
the old tune was lacking in several
vital elements. Credibility, for
one. Orchestration for another.
Without Ervin on the eyebrows,
Weicher on the soap box, without
Montoya yelling "one more time" it
didn't seem the same. Mainly the
suspense was missing, the "did he
know or didn't he, and when will he
admit it?" The target of Dean's
famous accusing finger has been
screened by presidential pardon,
and J.D. is left pointing at a shadow.
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He also unveiled a couple of
new tunes which showed some promise.
One which is yet unreleased is called "Who Bugged Spencer Oliver's
Phone, and Who is Spencer Oliver?"
Another, based on a current rumor,
goes something like this:
Why all the money for E. Howard
Hunt
What is the reason
Could it be treason?
Was the Bay of Pigs a Nixon sabotage
Through a CIA liason
Could it be treason?
Obviously, this one may become the biggest of them all.
Even the professional (?),
Dean showed an amusing side as well.
When asked about Ron Ziegler's lecture tour, Dean said, "I'd like to
hear it." About Nixon's ambassadorship fantasy, "I don't think he'll
come to me for counsel," Extemporaneously, he had a one-liner that
the audience missed completely. He
said, "While waiting to go to jail,
I learned something they never
taught me in law school." Strange.
I thought a basic part of a Criminal Procedure course would be
learning how to go to jail.

JOHN DEAN
As an encore, Dean sang a
quick number on the inequities in
the penal system, especially with
regard to the sentencing procedure,
based on his four months in minimum
security, implying that this might
be the subject of a future album.
This drew substantial applause from
the otherwise lethargic audience.
Unfortunately, J.D. missed the irony
himself. Haldeman, Erhlichman,
Mitchell, Nixon, Dean--they're all
out!
The forthcoming album will
make or break John Dean, either reestablishing him as a major force
in political rock of the seventies
or returning him to his former status as a medical marvel--the only
known human cause of phlebitis. Until then, he will simply combine the
best of Howard Cosell and Woody Allen
Allen: "Tell it like it is," then
"Take the Money and Run."

The highlights of this Johnny
Carson dialogue occurred when several questioners were shouted down
for taking more than thirty seconds
($20.80). We apply the majority
test (balancing) for free speech
here. And it was over before you
could say 'wake up.'
This writer is not opposed to
paying Mr. Dean $2,500 to say nothing. However, I do not agree
with his statement that Watergate
couldn't happen again. After Wednesday's performance I wouldn't be
surprised to see a ticket holder
from C-M touring the country at
$2,500 per hour talking about freedom and ethics.

Inside of the auditorium, a
security guard was poking his walkie-talkie at a woman & challenging
her right to enter through another
door; while two other security
guards mused on the issue of "Why
are they allowed to protest inside
of the building?" And the bodies
without tickets peered in the windows.
The stage was cordoned off by
a quorum of student senators or
CREEP advance men, it was impossible
to tell which. The man from CREEP
was introduced by somebody's friend
from some television station who
lauded the high regard for free
speech here at Peoria State.
Following his suspenseful ten
minute late entry presumably from
an underground garage, the expresident' s ex-attorney told the
ticket holders that "You won't
have John Dean to kick around anymore." But, it was during the
evade-the-question period that the
law students used some of their
brilliant cross-examination techniques (compliments of flee baily,
$3,000 per hour).

And what about the night students? They pay a student fee, too .
Didn't the S.B.A. learn from the
Ralph Nader affair? Or was the new
ticket policy the result of that
learning.

Note: Quote o f t h e wee k : "I had
expected better questioning from
Law students."
John Dean

Though the ticket policy
(Sheldon Stein was the apparent master mind) was able to effectively
limit the crowd to almost exclusively law students and circumvent University regulations. But isn't this
just the type of thing that John
Dean did so well, alongwith all of
his Watergate-lawyer cronies. Setting the law school off from the
rest of the University like some
sort of elite club, merely accentuates the elitist attitudes that

Jeff Gibbons
The ticket holders walked the
gauntlet of protesters avoiding prof erred leaflets. At the eye of the
needle were student senators in
suits and ties flanked by security
guards. Admission by ticket only.

the law school is an insult to the
rest of the University. When someone with large drawing power is being brought here arrangements should
be made for seating more people.
Why not arrange the time so that the
gym is available. Certainly for
$2,500 Dean could afford to juggle
his schedule to fit ones needs . The
Auditorium where Dean spoke did not
have enough seats to allow half the
law school to see him let alone the
rest of the University.

Ted Meckler
Now that John Dean has come
and gone it might be appropriate to
note some of the more reprehensible
affects of that entire affair.
First of all, it strikes me as wrong
on its face to pay a man like Dean
that $2,500 worth of student fees
for his appearance here. On purely
aesthetic grounds he just was not
worth it. He is not a good speaker
and proved that in his appearance
here. The obvious problem with paying him all that money, of course,
is who he is and where he comes from.
Dean is a man who was with the
Nixon administration from the beginning. He rose quickly in its ranks
by performing so well in tasks such
as control of political dissidents.
He was involved in a number of very
serious criminal offenses that affected all of our lives. He "paid"
for his crimes with several months
in a "country club" federal prison-surely a far cry from places like
Mansfield, Lucasville or Attica.
Now he has his freedom and has acquired a booking agent. Also, he
really had nothing to say.
So much for Dean. Now for the
way in which this whole affair was
handled. Giving out tickets in the
law school at only certain times,
and publicizing t~ose times only at
'.:)

typifies the lega.l profession and
was so much a part of the Watergate mentality. And what are you
running for anyhow Mr. Stein? What
is this "property of Sheldon Stein"
crap?

Moot court team
places third
After a weekend of bitter competition and brilliant oral arguments, the University of Toronto
narrowly emerged as the victor in
the Niagara Moot Court Competion.
Closely followed by Case Western
Reserve University and Cleveland
State University, the top three
teams finished within a few points
of each other. The lack of disparity between the entrants indicated
painstaking preparation and thorough presentation by all the teams
involved.
Equally as impressive was the
quality of the bench. Alan Buchmann, senior partner in Squires,
Sanders and Dempsey, Robert Greenberg of the Federal Communications
Commission and Peter Grant of the
Canadian Radio Television Commission comprised the final bench Saturday night.
A cocktail party, buffet dinner, and awards ceremony attended
by the advocates, judges and other
guests marked the end of the compe tion.
Although unable to repeat
their championship performance of
last year, our Moot Court Team finished within points of Toronto.
Judging by the interest generated
by Niagara and the strong showing
of our advocates, the Cleveland
State Moot Court program is definitely on the upswing.

Committee of 1000
What sort of representative

By Bruce Wick
Commuter schools have been
compared, with some justice, to commuter trains. So long as the train
takes you in the general direction
you want to go; so long as the accomodations are not unbearable or
the fares exorbitant; one is not
disposed to question the conduct of
the train's managers or, for that
matter, the condition of one's fellow passengers.

Which part of this phenomenon
is attributable to the unique properties of commuter schools and which
to American life in general is not
clear to us.I We do believe, however t
t h at S.B.A. s representative structure both encourages and perpetuates
the current anti-community in several ways, which for convenience we
call the lack of corporate existence.
The handbook says the students
S.B.A., but it would be
truer to say that the S.B.A., as we
know it, is the student body. The
students themselves never meet as a
body or work together as a body;
they do not know each other or talk
to one another. They exist as an
unorganized mass, one that happens
to consume the same service. S.B.A.
tells them, from virtually the
first day of class, that their
potential contributions to the
school or to each other are neither
needed nor wanted, much less expected.

~the

David Schrager

NOTICE
TO THE LAW STUDENTS:
The Akron Bar Association is happy
to advise that scholarship funds
have been established for the purpose of providing funds to law
school students from Summit County
in need of financial assistance to
continue their education. Scholarships available for the 1975-76
school year are as follows:
Grant Memorial Scholarship •••• $500
(available to 2nd year law
students)
Cunningham Scholarship •••••••• $500
Schwab Scholarship •••••••••••• $500
Doolittle Scholarship ••••••••. $500
Foundation Scholarship •••••••• $500
Walker Scholarship •••••••••••• $500
Applicants must be in the upper
half of their class and are required to indicate a need by completing a financial assistance application. The amount of such awards may be directed to the recipient with a required accounting
of what they were expended for, or
they may be directed to the Dean
of the school as tuition.
The Akron Bar Association Foundation will meet in June to act on
the recommendations of the Scholarship Committee on recipients for
these scholarships.
All interested students are urged
to write promptly, but in no event
later than April 1, 1975, to the
Akron Bar Association, 407 Ohio
Building, Akron, Ohio 44308, for
application forms and further information.

pot poll results
151

Total Responses

116

opposed to law making marijuana
a criminal offense
(all 3 "faculty" responses were
in this category)

40

in Favor of such a law.

Conclusions and Comments:
These figures should be read
in light of:
The informal,unsupervised nature
of the poll. The integrity of each
respondent was relied upon to make
his/her response honest and singular. Obviously, these figures cannot be relied on as reliable statistics. They were not meant to represent an accurate sampling of the
opinions of the students or faculty
at C-M, and should not be taken to
be so.
1)

2) The way the questionnaire was
drafted. The Ohio statute was
stated as a relevant example. The
question was directed more generally
to the respondent's feeling about
any law outlawing the simple
('single' was a typo - mea culpa)
possession of marijuana. It was
hoped that the question would evoke
an unequivocal answer. The issues
of possession for sale or second
offenses were purposefully avoided.
J. Richilano
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body can be expected to issue from
such a group? The results speak
for themselves, and they should not
surprise us. Representative government requires organized and coherent political communities. Without them, "representatives" are
nothing but a crude poll, a sort of
random sampling of student opinion,
much like the ideal jury, but lacking an essential purpose, a reason
for existence. At Cleveland-Marshall, we have, in effect, put the
cart before the horse. We elect
representatives before we organize.
This proposal is an attempt to restore the proper order.
We suggest that S.B.A. expand its membership, via the Committee of 1000, to include all students who wish to participate in
its deliberations. The Committee
would meet as a body and would have
the powers currently exercised by
the S.B.A., with a few exceptions
and qualifications. The Committee
could further delegate certain of
its functions to sub-committees and
other agents of its own, thereby
taking advantage of the desirable
attributes of both large and small
assemblies.
The change we propose should
have several advantages, among them:
(1) It will provide a forum for student discussion and action now so
noticeably lacking. Throughout the
tortorous history of Watergate, for
example, we cannot recall a single
student assembly, though there was
a faculty roundtable and an outdoor
impeachment ~ally.
(2) The opionions of an organization
composed of all students would, we
think, carry greater weight with
faculty, administrators or government bodies; whether in the form of
resolutions, memos or briefs.
(3) It will make available a multitude of hands, should students wish
to provide services for one another;
whether for the purchase and sale of
books, the operation of a credit
union, or otherwise.
We could perhaps, advance
still other reasons to justify our
proposal; but we doubt that these
would convince those members who do
not already sense that something is
missing here, and that that "something" is a student body. We,
therefore, rest our case upon the
above and ask that you adopt the
proposal.

***

NOTICE
The Women's Auxiliary of the
Dayton Bar Association is offering
a $500.00 scholarship to a deserving law student. In order to be
eligible, a student must be a resident of the Greater Dayton area and
must have satisfactorily completed
one year of law school. If a Freshman, one may apply for the scholarship contingent upon satisfactory
grades in June.

***

April 15, 1975 is th~ deadline
for the return of completed applications. Any interested student may
obtain an application from Barbara
Sper, Room 1037.

FACULTY MEETING
from p. 1
In order to develop better writing and oral advocacy skills, · the
Curriculum Committee proposed the following plan which was
adopted in full:

a.

b.
c.

afford every first-year student the opportunity to take one
pl!'edetermined core curriculum course in a small group section
of about 25 students.
incorporate a substantial legal writing component in the
small group sections in lieu of the separate brief writing
course.
establish a new one-credit Legal Research course to replace
the present Legal Bib. course.

The stated objective of the small group sections would be to integrate the teaching of legal writing skills with instruction in
substantive law. Presumably, the exact organization of the small
group sections would vary from instructor to instructor. The
Connnittee reconnnended that these small classes should evolve into
something like the following pattern.
Beginning with the traditionally soon-to-bore and repetitious casebook method in Fall quarter, the Winter quarter pedagological
methodological approach should gradually change into a seminartype methodological approach. Writing assignments would gradually
be given re the substantive course material. Conferences would
be held between student and teacher.
The Spring term should see the resulting writing assignments developed into oral advocacy exercises.
The mandatory parts of the adopted plan include:
1)

2)

3)

4)

Each instructor is expected to devote the extra 2 hours credit
time given in the small groups to legal writing and oral advocacy. And not merely use the extra time to have more cases
recited.
The writing requirement should be a substantial learning experience sufficient to develop basic legal writing and advocacy skills.

this story bears reading
by Bruce Rose
(It is true that -it is the bearer of
bad news that bears the brunt of the
burden. How embearassing!)
Bear with me, the story you are
about to read will have a profound
bearing on your life.
Recently a barefooted, bearheaded bear bearing no arms barged
into the baren wilderness of Harvey
Leiser's tort class and attacked
for the second time Pat McNichols
and ate the briefs bearing Pat's
signature.
"I can't bear it" screamed McNichols. And he barely escaped with
his life.
"A barefaced lie! I can barely
believe it!" you say. But these
are the bare facts. They will bear
strict scrutiny. Eighty people did
bear witness to this event. It is
true, albearit unusual.
One last note: Everyone seemed
to bear up well under the pressure
and no one bears a grudge.

Grades in the small groups should be based on a combination of
legal writing and oral advocacy performance and mastery of the
subject law.
Students would not be allowed to drop the small group course
except for extraordinary reasons. The legal writing-oral advocacy experience is viewed as being a prerequisite for the
second year courses.

The reason for this adopted proposal is two-fold. As stated in
the report: "We believe it much more likely that students will
give serious attention to legal writing as part of a substantial
5-hour course in one-quarter than in a !-hour brief-writing segment. Also, we expect instructors to be able to devote more
serious attention to this subject in the context of a 5-hour
course which may be their only (or at least major) teaching responsibility for the quarter instead of a !-hour add-on to fill
out their course loads • • • • We view the small group concept as
a vehicle in which the skillful innovated teacher can structure
and more effectively teach the relevant substantive law as well
as legal writing."
The proposal was passed with only one dissenting vote. The meeting adjourned as the sun dipped below the Hub Manufacturing
Company building.
NOW HERE COMES THE SILLY PART.
As I got up to leave, I felt a strange sense of both pride and shame.
This was only my second real assignment as a rookie reporter. I remembered how I felt 2-1/2 hours earlier when I walked out of the Gavel newsroom to come up to the meeting. I was really nervous. I remembered
that haunting buzz around the city desk as I exited.

"I wonder what that dumb rookie'!! bringtback this time. Sure, he
was a big success the first time around, but now, now, the pressure's
on. He's ~ to do it again! He's probably just a flash in the pan.
But, then again, what is true success? A quantitative achievement?
A qualitative effort? Surely it is more noble to try hard, as hard as
a guy or gal can, than to achieve a hollow Pyrrhic victory based on
quantity alone. After all, is it not true that a man's power over himself amounts to more than all other power over his form and substance?
Does not the butterfly fly faster while outside the cacoon than while
all wrapped up tightly inside? Surely this is so."
I left the meeting confident that only time would tell.
thing like that.

*** *** ***
Mrs. Martin in Admissions requests that all
BAR EXAM APPLICATIONS
for this July's Ohio Bar be in
by APRIL 1st.
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Or some-

"Hot L Baltimore" is a play
now being performed at the Cleveland
Playhouse, E. 86th St., until March
2nd. A series by the same name also
appears on television. I have not
seen the T.V. series (T don't own a
T.V.), but I did see the play and
enjoyed it. Basically, the play is
a study of the human condition in
the context of the people living in
a "derelict" hotel soon to become a
parking lot (or some other obnoxious
tribute to urban renewal). The
characters include several prostitutes, old codgers, and a conglomeration of other "lost souls." Some
of these characters are notably
lacking in depth and the acting seemed inconsistent in a few minor roles.
The characters generally were coarse
but not vulgar and unusually depictive of human frailties and frustrations. Evie McElroy as an aging
prostitute was truly exceptional,
as per usual. Also well done was
the direction, I especially enjoyed
the "stage business" and the hectic
scene at the end of the first act.
It contributed to my involvement
in the play as an examination into
the reality of the human condition.

FOOD STAMPS from p. 1
to obtain the stamps.
The
House on Feb. 4, 1975 and the
Senate the next day voted to
freeze the price of food stamps
for the rest of the year.
(The
votes were 374-to-38 in the
House and 76-to-8 in the Senate.)
The Senate also passed a
resolution calling for an investigation into alleged abuses in the food stamp program and to recommend corrective measures by next June 30.
In a recent issue of The New
York Times an article quoted
Senator Herman E. Talmadge,
Democrat of Georgia as saying
"I've heard reports of a man
driving up to a supermarket
in a Cadillac and purchasing
factor would save the government almost a billion dollars
over the course of a full
fiscal year.
For one-and two
-person households a large
percentage of which are the
elderly poor--the proposal
will constitute punishment
for the simple fact of being
old and poor in America.
When President Ford unveiled his proposed antiinflation budget cuts, his
press secretary said he was
calling on all Americans to
"share the burden and divide
the misery." When it came to
passing the food stamp program, however, the President
advanced a plan which increases the burdens of America's poor and compounds their
mi sery. All program participants except those who receive stamps free would be required to pay the maximum amoun t--30 percent of their
net income--to purchase food
stamps.
For 95 percent of
the people in the program,
this means an increase in the
amount they will pay with
absolutely no increase in the
amount of benefits to be received.
It also insures that
the poor will continue to
spend a disproportionately
higher portion of their incomes for food than the rest
of society, a situation which
the food stamp program was
designed to alleviate.
The ov~rall 8 percent
average increase in the cost
of stamps will be devastating
at all income levels and for
all family sizes participating
in the program.
The prices of
the foods which indigent people
consume have increased even
more rapidly than the prices
of food-stuffs generally because of the stronger and more
constant demand for the meaner
staples. Meanwhile, other
costs have also sky-rocketed,
particularly those for fuel
and utilities.
Thus the
choices among necessities for
the poor will become even more
agonizing if President Ford's
plan goes into effect.
NOTE:
As it turns out the legislature did forestall the Ford
Administration's plan to raise
the purchase price of food
stamps.
Both Houses of Congress voted overwhelmingly to
reject Ford's order raising
the amount recipients must pay

$189 worth of steak with food
stamps." The resolution recommends an overhaul of the
administrative complexities
and a tightened accountability
for procurement, shipping and
handling of the stamps.
Ford's food stamp proposal was the first major bill to
come up for a vote in the
House in the "new" Congress.
Perhaps this overwhelming
vote by both Houses against
the President's proposal will
demonstrate to the Ford Economic Policy Makers that this
more "liberal" Congress doesn't wish to place anymore
hardships on the poor American
citizen.

Faculty appointments
By John Riahilano
The faculty appointments committee, chaired by Prof. Liz Moody, is
in charge of seeking out and screening
prospective faculty members. Its
efforts for next year have so far r
reaped the services of noted. authority
on Environmental Law, and potentially
the service$. of seven others.
Roughly, the committee functions
this way. In the fall, the three top
law graduate schools(Harvard, Yale,
and Columbia) are visited by the chairperson (Moody) and two Deans (Christensen and Migliore), To speak to interested prospects. Over Thanksgiving
break the same trio travelled to Washingtonf or the American Association of
Law Schools Faculty Recruitment Meeting, where inter~sted candidates qualify by filling out a standardized form.
Interested law schoola then refer to
these resumes for information. For
affirmative action, in the meantime,
other sources are tapped, such as
the Black Law Journal, the CSU Affirmative Action Newsletter, BALSA Reports,
and community contacts.
In Washington Moody, Migliore, and
Christensen talked to 35 prospects.
The faculty consensus, as evidenced
by the minutes of the Dec. 20 faculty
meeting, revealed these hiring priorities: 1) Depth in tax, securities
regulation, international law, and
governmental regulation; 2) Reduced
size of the first year class(i.e. more
1st yr. Profs.).
With these priorities in mind,
10 prospects were contacted over Christmas. Of ~hose, 8 have agreed to interview. One has already been hired. He
is John L. Hanks, former associate
professor at Rutgers and Indiana, and
the noted authority mentioned above.
The others are Messrs. Alla, Garlock,
Haines, Hesch, O"Leary, Sullivan,and
Terrill. All eight have two things
ing common: they are all Anglo and
all male.
When approached on tftis, Prof.
Moody lamented all has been done to
seek out teachers from minorities. Two
women were seen in Washington, but their
areas of specialization were not in
need at C-M. She went on to explain
why they have experienced difficulty
in interesting black Prospects: 1)
the Cleveland area (not necessarily the
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school) is unattractive; 2) Dean Douglas' personal efforts have not been
successful; 3) There simply aren't that
many on the "register". [Prof. Moody
notes that the adjunct faculty has two
affirmative action minorities. They
are Judge Holmes and Mr. Arnold, who
are handicaps.]
The prospect of hiring eight
new law professors~ none of whom are
female or representative of any minority, is indeed disconcerting, especia ~
ly so in light of the amount of blacks
and other minorities presently enrolled at C-M. (about 10%. Percentage of women is around 20). If
the job market for law professors is
as Prof. Moody says it is, then the
only conclusion is that the system
which feeds this market is inherently racist (and sexist). It appears,
however, that the efforts of the faculty appointments committee, though
tempered by an aversion to tokenism,
have gone beyond the mainstream to
more informal approaches such as the
"buddy" systen:
Still to no avail.
Maybe the problem lies within
the school itself, whthin the notso-gracious · rapport between law and
university administrations. It has
been suggested (by an undisclosed
source) that the University's lack
of solicitude towards the law school
has made C-M unattractive to associate and full professors. It is
said that this attitude is reflected
in lower salary structures, which
puts C-M beneath the competitive
level. University officials consider salaries in light of undergraduate standards, not law school stan- ·
dards, it is said.
If this is true, this leaves
us in a problematic situation. On
the one hand, according to Prof.
Moody, C-M has a reputation among
the "legal education community" as
an up and coming school, a lot better than many. On the other hand,
this "up and coming school" can't
pay competitive salaries because
of its inexorable affiliation with
CSU. Result: annual crops of
bushy-tailed freshmen professors
(with white tails at that.)
*(actually, there are three or four
positions open.)

